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1
INTRODUCTION

The literature on Appalachian families talks about the depth of
family sclidarity. Values like "familism” avre high where children,
ar at least scme of the childrens settle next deoor to their parents
ands in turn, vaice their children in kin-based rural neisghborhoods
throughout the region. Beyond the rescurce of available parental
land for bulilding sitess there is the stark economic necessity for
family support because of the nature of the local econcamy (Erown
1952. Hicks 1976, BHryant 1281, HRatteau 1982, R=aver 1985%). What are
the, secialization mechanisms, now and in the past,; that result in
young adults with a powerful emcticnal motivation to remain in close
proximity to parents and extendsd faunily? This is & crucial guestion
because tne larger naticn of which the region is part follows a
contrasting pattern ——at least for its middle and vpper middle class
urban segaents. Children are expected to pack their bags and leave
home to make thelir forctunes as scon past esighteen as pessible. Do
Appalachian parents who are raising thelr children not to leave
homes engage in different sccialization strategies?

This paper presents new data collected in sastern Hentucky cor
the practice of parent—-child co-sleeping from infancy throungh the
early years of childhood. Judging by an examination of memcires and
cther publicaticns from the region (e.g.s Hartman 1957 p. 203-04;
Montell 1986, p. 295 Slone 1978, p. 60), the practice iz of long
standing. As Verna Mae Slones 7% year old kEnutt County, Kentuckys

weman put it in her 1978 autcbicgraphy Common Folkss "how can yen




expect to held ento them later in 1life if you begin their lives by
pushing them away {(p. 60)7?" S8he prefaced her cohservaticn by saying
"I doen™t care what dectors says 1 believe it best for the mother and
child to be together. . . These new mothers are loosing twe of the
greatest blessings that God gave mothers -—the pleasure of sleeping
with your child, and letting it nurse. A closeness that camnct be
understeood unless you have experienced it." Contrast Mirs. Slone’s
views with thoase ewpressed by T. Barry Brazelton in & recent
Newsweel cover article:

A child is likely to need a "lovey"” or a coemfort

cbjects an independent rescurce toc help her

break the day—tec-night transition. Learning to get

herself toc sleep means having 2 bedtime ritusl that

is stwthing and comforting. BUT A CHILD SHOIB.DN™T

FALL ASLEEFP IMN HER PARENT®S ARMS: IF SHE DOES.

THEM THE FARENTS HAVE MADE THEMSELVES FART 0OF THE

CHILD’S SLEEF RITUAL. Insteads after she”s quiets put

her in bed with her lovey and pat her down to sleeg.

HWhenn she rcuses every four hours, give her noc more than

five minutes to scrabble around in bed. Then go in

and show her how to find her cwn comfort pattern for

herself (Feb 13., 1989 p. 69y emphasis added).
Brazelton®s baby sleeps alcocne from the begimming learning to take

ceanfor t in soft, fTuzzy, and transiticnal obhjects rather than her

family.

METHODOLOGY

These data were collected as part of a largey, on-going study
cn soial class differences in family 1ife and child rearing int an
eastern Kentucky county between February and Angust 1987. Duraing
my stay in the county, 1 became aware that parent/child co-slesping
was probaebly a wide-spread local piractice. In an effort to document
this, 1 devised a short interview schedule for muthers focussd on

e of their children which woeuld guery them about that chiid’'s




sleeping loccation historys as well as provide basic demcgraphic
iformaticon about the child®s mother and father. Twoe pediatricians
werking in a loccal general medical clinic were similarly interesteds
and arranged for access toc mocthers bringing children for treatment.
The initial 23 interviews were carried cut by the pediatricians in
their consulting rocoms, but I completed an additiconal 64 when the
pediatricians were unable to continue because of the press of itheir
daily worklocad. I interviewed the mothers in the waiting room while
they sat with their child bef.ae they saw the dector. Every woman
with a child in the wairting room on the days when I was visiting the
clinic was approcached by me and asked toc paiticipate. Only & refused
and moest foiind the topic intevesting. Eighty—-seven mothers were
interviewsed in the clinic setting.

fnother sampie of 20 mothers. stratified for secial classs were
interviewsd in their homes oin a wider arvay of child rearing
practices during the same field ssmason. BRuesticns aboul the history
af their child’ s sleeping localions since infancy were included in
the interview. The resaponses of these mothers have been combined
with thouse from the pediatrics clinic for this analysis resulting in
a final sample of 107 mothers. A earlier analysis showsd no
significant differences betweasn the responses provided by the two
aroups of women.

The questicnnaires used in the medical setting were changed by
the addition of guestions about the number of rooms in the houses
where the husband slept, and total number of adulis and children in
the honse after the initial set had been collected by the

pediatricians. At this time the twenty in-home inter views had also




been completed, and so they towo lacked this informaticn as well as
information about why they changed and how they felt about the
change. The discrepanrcies in the Ns for some of the analyses
repevited later in the paper are a result of thess differences in

information collected with these interviews.

Table 1 aboutt here

Table 1 reveals that the sample is predominantly working class
with high schowl educatiocns, but includes scane middle and upper
middle class with cocllege and proafessional school esducaticons. The
major 1ty of thz mothers are housewives (58.8%) and a significant
proeportion of the fathers are unemploved or retired or disabled
{(21.9% of which 16.7% are withcout work)., This is representative of
the cocunty unemployment figures when the data were collected.
Unemployment 1s typically high in the lcoccal coal-dominaled sconomy.
It is alsc a predomimantly local population ——99.1% of the fatheis
and 78.3% of the mothers were born in the immediatle Appalachian
reqglon. Most were married to their criginal spouse (76.24) or
remart-ied (6.7%), leaving 15.1Y% who were currently single parents.
Mest lived in homes with 6 rooms: with a range of 3 to 11,

Very few lived in cther than nuclear family households with two
adults preszent and the average number of children per househeld was
1.93. This pattern is typical for the county.

Male children are over—represented in the sample. Mo effort
was made by me te balance male children vs female children while
interviewing in the clinic and this is the source of the imbalance.

The twenty interviews in the commanity were deliberately balanced




for sex of child. N« significance shuould be attiributed bte the
imbalance cther than sampling error. Clearly this is an
cppoer tunistic sample. The very poorest elemgnts of the county's
peputlation are under represented, and the middle class may be as
well though the local middle class is proportiuvnally smaller than
the U.S. middle class as a whole.
The mean age cof the children described by these mothers s 67.4
menths o 5.6 years. The range was extensive: 2 months to 22 years.
The interviews were coded by me and analyzed usimg the SFSSX
statistical package utilizing standard statistics for mestly nominal

scale variables.

RESULTS

Table 2 cumbines the mcocthers® responses to three guestions:
what was the child®s first sleeping lecation? when you moved the
child, where did she/he sleep? and, what is the child’s cvrent
sleeping location? Thirty—-six percent of the children wer e reporied
te have started ocut their lives in their parents® bed, and an
additicnal 47.7% cccupied their ocwn crib or bed in the parents”
bedroom. In cther words, 84.1% of the children were placed in close
preximity to their sleeping parentss while only 14% were assigned to

thelilr own room.

Table 2 about here

Figure 1 will help us interpiret the responses t7» the secend
guestiun about where children were moved when the parents’ decided

te change the initial sleeping lcoccation. First, only 71 children




have been moved. Fourteen children started cut in their ocwn room
and they remained there. An additional 22 children were still
sleeping in their criginal sleeping place ——their parents® bed o

hedroaom.

Figure 1 abcut heve

Figure 1 shows us the ages when mothers reported they first
moved thelr children. The pattern reveals a serigs of annual peals
for reported initial moves afler the first year. This paltern may
reflect a systematic memory distortion on the part of the mothers,
but to the extent that it does, the cultural pattern being reflected
is not that of the presumed American urban norm. Amoeng thoese 12
months «f age or younger, 10 were moved from a crib in the parents’
reom intoe the parental bed, while four who «were occecupying the
paiental bed were moeved intoc a different bed in the parents® room.
Five cthers were moved out of the parents’® room intoe & room with &
sibling, and the final 11 were moved cut of the parents® voom into a
recm of their own. Among those over cone year of ages une 1é month
cld, cne thiee year wld, and ocne seven year old were movied intue the
parental bed; one 20 month olds one two year old, three three yea
clds, ocne fouwr year old, and ocne five year old were moved cut of the
parental bed inte ancther bed in the parents’® bedroom, and the resl
were moverd inle sibling’s rooms or rooms of their cwn. Gouing back to
Table 2, the above movements, combined with those who stayed in
place, results in the distribution repuerted for "Second Sleopaing
Locatiocn”: abeocut one fourth remaln in the parents® bed, a fifTth in

the parents® rooms a 1little less than a fifth are rooming with
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siblings, and 364 now have their cwn room. Finallys at the tiwme of
the interview, 33.46%4 were sleeping in thsir parents® bed or voumy
23.3%4 were with siblings, and 41.1Y% had their cwn room. The cldest
child reported to co-sleep with a parent was eight years old, and
that child was in transition toc co-sleeping with a sabling, sc =ight
is the up:per bound for this sample. In exploring variables that
might be expected to account for variations in the cverall pattern
of children®s sleeping locations, the child®s birth order, number of
twoms in thz houses the mother’®s place of birth, and educational
level c¢f the muther and the father are all related. Each will be
discussed in tuin.

Birth Order wf Child

The child’s birth order has no relationship to selection of
initixal sleecping location (Chie=7.7068, sig.=.56)» nor does its
relationship with the selectiuvn of a new sleeping leocation when the
child is firet moved reach an acceptable level of significance
(chid=14.318295 sig.=.1182). 1Its relationship to the child®s
et sloeping locativn, huwever » 15 what we would expect -~middle
dpd feed eaay cdnnldien are more likely to end up sleeping with
sthilinugs o be ondy cindlds e -0 mta e Yihely toe get their owﬁ o
e A e Ieel burne . puseIbl o bocattso deeg Conee oo wbeden thir bdr e

1
L
freee bp slcopae) gpace (Chy =17.75095, saq = G300,

Mambeg 07 Foeems iy the Hune
Frwbliar obrvions Faclor bhed maght 27 fect whreo e clor it g iiop
is tho aveaitability of space 10 the houses =g S andeecs o wous

should bo rasplored. Teble 3 displeve the rolalacnship.  The ocopbe g




of rocuns in the house 18 related only toe the seloct 1o oF fhee 46 o)
sleeping location of the child. Those who live 10 htuses wibh 5 o
more votms are more likely to plate children in vrowns by themselves
with the pattern strongest for those with huuwses of 9 wr more r ooms
—-~75% of Lhose children slept aloue compared to 128% amueng those
living in heouses with five or sis vooms and 9% of those living in
houses with seven or eight vrooms.

B L T ey S ———

Table 3 about here

Although there is a relaticnship to the absclute availability
of spaces the total propertion of children placed oculsaide the
parental sleeping area is small cverall, and so it is nut possiblo
to say that space is a major factor in creation of the overall
pattern. Six roum housgss the mean house size in this samples shonld
typically have & living roum, Kitchen, dining room or ared, and
three bedrwvoms. Three bedrooms would supply suficient space fur the
average local family of twe parenis and 1.9 children to be bedded 1in
the presumed urban U.S. pattern of parents together and each child

alone, a pattern not folloewsed by most of hthese families.

Educational Level of Parents

The next variable related to children’s slesping leccaticns is
educational level of the parents. Both the mother*s and father s
level of education have statistically significant relaticaships
(mcthers, Chia=84.1435, sig = 00413 fathers, ChiE=17.064493 sig

=.009) to the selection of a child’s init.ial sleeping loccation suach

that thuse with university educaticns are less likely to share their
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bed with their child. This is su for buth lecal and nen-lccal
mothers, bult enly for local fathers.

A scmevihat different relationship exists when we look at the
answers to the questicn abecut the child's current sleeping loccaliun.
The relationship toc maternal education only remains for mobhers born

2
elsewhere (Chi =13.2857, sigq =.0387) and fathers boirn lucally

a

(Chi =22.87863, sig =.0008). Onte past the initial selectiocn of a
place toc sleep, cther factors may influence lecallv-born womern, butl
net their educaticonal level.

The continued relaticnship between a college education for
lccal men and subsequent sleeping loccations for their children is
puzzling at first glance since the relationship does not heold up for
college-educated lccal women. The reason for this continued
asscciation can be found in leocal marriage patterns. Local men are
three times as likely toc be married to woemen who were born
elsewhere; 8% of these women compared to 24Y% of the men are marliea
te non-local spuuses. Local men are alsc more likely to marvry women
who match them, or are very close to them in educational
achievement, than the lccally-born women. It is not unknown for a
woman with a college degree to be mairied to a man with cnly high
schocl or less than high school education. No leccally-born man i
this sample has contracted such a marriage. These marriage patterns
result in a situalicon in which local college—-educated men fregquently
marry non loccal college-educated woaen, or non-local women with more
than high school educaticon which brings together in one houschold

persons who are the least 1ikely to share their sleeping space with

their children.




Farent’s Birth Flace

Meother °s place of birth 1s the last variable that has a
relationship to children®s sleeping locations. This 1s the crucial
Tinding. It suggests that it is regicnally specific and it is under
centrel of the mother. Table 4 displays mother s birth place
correlated with the child®s initial sleeping location. Here we find
that loccally-bourn methers are more likely to have their babiues and
yaung children in bed with them (39.8%4 vs 2&6%), while non-local
mothers are more likel, to put their children in their own bed in
the parents® roum (S2% vs 47%) or in a sibling®s room. Both granps
of women are equally likely to put children in a room alone (lucal =

13.28%: nem=local = 13%).

— - -

Tahie 4 about here

Father®s place of birth does net correlate with their

children®s sleeping locations.

Reaswuns for Change

Now that some of the factérs that are asscciated with
children®s sleeping locations have been identified, we can examine
the reasons moethers® give for changing their children®s sleeping
lecation for those who started ocut sleeping in either their parents?®
bed or bedrocom. The mothers® reasons can be grouped into three
bread categories. The first includes reascons that imply a cultural
model abtut what should happen as a child matures, what is
appirepriate and what is not. This category includes statements like

"it was time", "he ghouald be moved"s or "she was going to start
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kindergarten and soc it was time to encourage more independence."” I
call this category "cultural medel”. The :zcond category 1 labeled
"demographic reasons”. It includes all reasons that signified
change ir, parental status and family structure via demcgraphic
processes including births adoptions death, divorce, and remarriage.
Finally, the third category includes all reasons that were presented
as situaticiial or behaviwvral; for examples "the bed was too
crewded" s "we couldn®t get any sleep and we both work and need ocur
sleep”s "the child was sick", or "the child cried toc much". This
categoury was labeled "behavicral/situatiocnal reasons®.

The unly variable that had a significant relaticnship to
reascns for changing the child®s sleeping location was sex of the
child te be changed, and the relationship holds only for local
moethers. Table 5 shows that loccally-born mothers are more likely to
give culbtural reasons for moving a boy {(c. S74) than for moving a
girl {c. 35%%), while they are more 1likely toc give bshavioral or
situational reascns for moving givls (S8.8Y% vs. 14.3%). They ars
alsoe more likely to cite demcgraphic reasons for cheanging boys
{28.46%) than fTor changing girls (3.9%). '

This can be interpreted to mean that cultural mocdels for
aendered behavior are called into play at earlier ages Tor boys Lhan
for girls by women born in the region. At the very least, gender
is a salient category for justifying behavicral change in the area of
children®s sleeping locations for leccally-boorn women in a way that
it simply does not operate fur women who were born 1n Michigan and
Ohic and Califurnia. This is consistent with ethnographic literatuve
ocn the region which describes a relatively sharp divisiocn betweon

men’s and women’s worlds that is still in places, and is consistent
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with my ocwn cbservations.

Mothers® Feelings Abocut Moving Their Children

Mothers were then asked how they felt abcocut moving their
children once they had decided they were to be moved from the
parental nest. Their reports of their emctional reactions ranged
from "goeod" and "relieved" through "no reaction” and mild disiress
te intense distress cocded by words like "deserted" and comments like
"1 was very worried and checked several times during the nights I
was afraid of fire or that something awful would happen.” I grouped
these responses intc three categories as well. The first 1 called
"gqood”3 it included all the upbeat comments as well as the neutral
respunses. The second category I called "missed" which irncluded all
mild levels of distress represented by comments 1ike "1 missed him"
with no elaboraticon when said in & matter—of-fact ftone. The final
categurys "deserted", was reserved for those responses that
indicated the most intense levels of distress including statements
that the women felt deserted, and cther comments like "I t:-vy to
sneak him back with me whenever I can,” related by a woman who had
te move her child cut when she rerarsyisd.

Nene of the variables included in this study had any
relationsnip to mothers?® reports of their reactions to moving their
child except the reasons given for the change iteelf {(see Table 6).
Those that gave cultural reasons for the move were more likely to
report mild toc high levels of distress over the moves; while those
who gave demcgraphic reasons or behavieral/situaticonal reasons wer e
the wmost likely to say they felt good about the move. Thics

.

relationship held for both locally-born and non—locally born woemen.




Apparently a change that is stimulated by a mother s desive to
reduce scme undesireable irritant in her interaction with her child,
e.g.s alleviating crowded sleeping conditicns in her becd so she can
get some sleep, or a change that is molivated by the birth of a new
child wheo will replace the onme who is being moved out, or by the
death or divorce of a husband that results in a child being moved in
te F111 a now empty space are typically experienced ac positive
changess but it is culture in the form of the "shoulds” and "cughts”
of 1ifes the need to push the child on toc the next stage of greater
independence that causes these mothers® distress, sometimss Quitce
poignantly stated as "1 felt deserted”". These mothers wonuld often
adds "but I knew it had toc be done.”
CONCLUSIONS

These findings demonstrate a regioenal cultural pattern in the
preference for parent/child co-sleeping in the early years of 1ife.
Educational levels of the parents have some impact, particularly
among those with university educations, the ones most likely to have
taken courses in child development or psycholocgy where they may have
been exposed to discussions of the horrors of parent/child
enmechment brought on by child rearing technigues like sleeping with
vyoeur child, or alternately have come to rely un advise by experts
like Dr. Spock or Dr. Brazelton. It is clear from an oral history
interview I carried cut at the same time with a local woman in her
707°ss a retired schocl teacher who had read voraciocusly all of her
liTe, that she had decided toc put her babies in their cwn bed,
though still in their parent’s bedrocom, in the 1930°s because she
had read that it was not good to sleep with your children. She alscoc

indicated that her practice was unusual in her local rural




neighborhood ~——it provoked a visit from a censericus "country woeman'
who insisted on challenging her about this new, practice, apparantly
convinced that babies who didn’t sleep with their mothers would be
neglected and not properly cared for.

Mothers seem to be the more important parent in determining
this pattern. They talke:d about it as "1 sleep with my child"”, or
as one mother said, "I never slept away from my babies when they’re
littles ne=ver slept alone.” Even though most were also
sharing their bed with their husband: no mcther ever said,; "we sleep
with the baby.” Anong the married women, only five reported their
husband to sleep somewhere else in the house. The mothers apparently
conceive of co-slesping as a two person event, an interaction
betwsen themselves and their child despite the presence of = third
party.

Barvy and Paxson®s (1771) cocding of the Standard Cross—Cultinal
Sample revealed that in 44% of the 173 sccieties with infTormation
about infant sleeping locationss mothers shared their bed with their
infant, while an additiocnal Sé6%4 (N=97) shared a room with their
infant. Ne infants were put in rooms by themselves or with siblings.
Within this contexts these eastern Mentucky mothers are closer to
what has bzen the pan—cultural human pattern for treatment of
infants for most of human histoury. Mel Kenner points this cut in

liis recent popular article written fuor the New York Times Magazine

(Jamiary 8, 198%9). It has been usual for infants toc sleep with
their mothers, a practice that has had advantages for both the
mother and the infant.

But what about parental co-sleeping with clder children? Once a

16
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child is beyond infancy —say past two yeayr:: of age. what is
accemplishe=d by following this practice? Under what conditions is
it likely toc be followed? The eastern Kentucky pattern is
reminiscent of the Japanese pattern described by Caudill and Plath
{19646) because the age of transitiocn for a significant subset 2 the
Kentucky children i in middle childhood. Caudill and Flath repori
that the Japanese age of transition away from sleeping with parents
is eleven, and the proecess is noet complete wuntil 15 or 16 yearss
considerably beyoend the cldest case found in this study. These
Kentucky families seem to fall midway between the Japansse and those
cultures that co—-sleep only through infancy.

Kentul!y families have been engaged in co—sleeping for a long
time. One historical securce based on oral histories collected during
the past ten years in rural Kentucky, and using 1890 as its
ethnographic precent reports:

Ancther narvator stated that she and her sister slept

in the same rocom with their parents until the sisters were
married. A male informant cbserved that he slept with

his mother until he was 13 years olds his brothers four
years clder, slept with their father. I asked him if

he ever felt a need for privacy during those years.

"Wells; not too muchs:” he responded. "You see. 1T you ever
take off from home, ymi’ll crave 1t. It7e just what you
grow up with (Montell 19846, p.29).

Appalachia has changed from subcsistence farming ano commercial
agriculture to ceoal mining and light manufacturing since that late
ninetenth century ethnographic precsents but the practice still
remains. Why has it remained? What are the larger ecclogical,
economic, political, and histoerical causes that create and

perpetuate an emphasis on family sclidarity with co-sleeping as an

elemsnt in the pattern? FPerhape i1it’s the histerical and current




exper ience of economic uncertainty that promotes continuation of
stromg family bondssi perhaps it°s a local political system that is
conducted in a discourse that draws heavily on images of fTamily and
relies on femily allegliances that have thelr rococts in socme cases in
the Civil War and earlier. Perhaps it*s the patronage system
asscciated with loccal jobs (& scarce commocdity) that are handed cut
threngh personal, often kin-based connections. Perhaps its =11 of
the above, and cther things as well., What it is not is some kind of
guaint holdover from an archaic pasts it is a currrent well—-situated
pattern of child rearing that is withstanding the onslaught of
advise by contemporary child rearing experts. These women are aware
of alter nate praciices, sometimes they express some deubt about what
they are doing, but most of them still conbtinue to rear their
children in ways reminiscent of the way their grandparents were

reared.
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TABLLE 1: DEMOGRARPHICS —EASTERN KENTUCKY SA&MFLE FPAREMT/CHILD

CO-SLEEFPING STUDY

1. CHILD®S SEX
Male &0
Female 47
£. CHILD®S AGE
IN MOMTHS

Mean 67 .4
Range 2-2b64
s.d. S1.6
3. FARENTS® AGE
IN YERRS
Mother
Mean 29.87
Range 18-58
s.d. 7.31
Father
Mean 33.26
Range 20-61
s.d. 8.7%
4, FARENTS®
EDUCATION
Meother
Mean 11.97
Range S-a22
s.d. 2.64
Father
Meanr 12.41
Range 3-19
s.d. 2.54
S FARENTS®
OCCUFPATION
Mother
Housewife &3
Fink Collar 36
Manag/Entre/ 8
FProfessional
Father
Unemployed/Retired 21
Hlue Collar o7
Mariag/Entre/ 18

Frofessional
6. FARENTS® BIRTH

LOCATION®
Mother
a
l.ocal a3
b

Mon—local =3
Father

lLocal 21
Non—local iz

S6.1%
43.9%

58.8%
33.7%
7.5%

21.9%
S9.44%
18.8%

78.3%

21.7%

0. 1%
P.9%




TABLE 1 contirued

7. PARENTS® MARITAL

STATLIG®
Married 80 76.2%
Remarried 7 b.T7%
Divorced 14 13.3%
Never Married 4 3.8%
8. NUMBER OF ROOMS
IN HOUSE*
Mgan b.15
Range 3-11
s.d. i.61
9. NUMBER OF ADULTS
IN HOUSE
Mean 2.18
Range 16
s.d. .84
10. NUMBER OF CHILDREN
IN HOUSE
Mean 1.93
Range 1—-4
s.d. «23

*Lower N due to missing data
&

Lecal includes all Appalachian counties in eastern Kentucky and
Tennmessee, western Virginia and North Carclinas, and all of West
Virginia

b

Non—lecal includes any other birth place




TARLE 2: CHILDRENTS SILEERPING LOCATIONS A5
REFORTED BY MOTHER

Farents Farents Sibs Owriy

Red Roocem Room Roooem
First Sleep 346.4% L7 . 7% 1.2% 14%
Loacation
Second Sleep 23.4% 21.3% 18.7% 36.4%
l.ecation®
Current Sleep 15.0% 20. 6% 23.3% 41.1%
Location®

N = 107

¥ Those moved plus those not moved

TARILE 3: NUMBER OF ROOMS IN HOUSE BY FIRST
SLEEFING LOCATION, COMBINED SAMPLE#*

Farents Farents Sibs Alone
Eed Reoioen Reoom
Rooms
3 or 4 4
S or 6 13 9 ¥ 3
7 or 8 4 S 1 1
7 or 11 1 2
N = 44
— = -
Chi = 19.2319
Sig = .0233
af = 9

¥ Subsequent sleeping leocatiocn did not reach acceptable levels of sig-
nificance.
Second slegping location: Chi squ = 6.35, sig = .3851
,Current sleeping locaticon: Chi sgqu = 10.8326, sig = .2874%




Figure 1. Child's age in months when original sleeping location first

changed: children who began life sleeping in parent’'s bed or bedroom.
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TARLE 4: MOTHER®S RIRTH FLACE RY FIRST SLEEFING LOCATION%
Parents Farents Sibe Alone
Eed Room Room
Local 33 39 11
Non— 6 12 2 3
local
N = 106
-3 _—
Chi = B.23363
Sig = .04
df =3
¥ Subsequent sleeping loccaticns did not reach acceptable levels of

significance.

Second sleep location:
Current sleep location:

Chi squ =
€hi squ =

2.49853 Sig =

4756 d

2.98170 Sig = .5609

f =3
df = 3

TARLE S: SEX OF CHILD RY REASOM FOR CHANGE, LOCAL MOTHERS ORNLY*
WHY MOVED
Cultural Demographic Behavicral/
Model Reasans Situational

SEX

Girl 6 1 10

Etcey 16 8 4

N = 45

- *é ~~~~~~~~~~~ — bfiad

Chi = 10.4998

Sig = .005

af =2 <

¥Nen—-local mothers did not reach acceptable levels of significance.

Chi equ = .000

Sig = 1.000

df = 2




TABLE 6:

MOTHER®S FEELINGS

vilssed

Good

WHY

Cult a2
Model

Demo— b
graphics
Eehav— 9
ioral/

situa

- .é«___-_

Chi = 13.1326
Sig = .0t

aTf = &

COMBINED SAMFLE

oeserted

10

&}

43

Z
i

REASON FOR CHANGING SLEEFING LOCATION BY MOTHER'S FELL.INGS
ABOUT THE CHANGE,




